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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 
H the international application in the language in which it was filed 

□ a translation of the international application into , which is the language of a translation furnished for the 
purposes of international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1 (b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide andtor amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ on paper 

□ in electronic form 

c. time of fifing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in electronic form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/br table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 436/s.l (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1-23 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims ±M 

Industrial applicability (IA) Yes: Claims 1^3 

No: Claims 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 



Box No. VII Certain detects in the international application 

The following defects in the form or contents of the international application have been noted: 
see separate sheet 



Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 

The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the 
claims are fully supported by the description, are made: 

see separate sheet 
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Re Item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

5.1 Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1 : WO 2004/02891 0 A (C02 PAC LTD [NZ]; MELROSE DAVID MURRAY [NZ]) 8 April 
2004 (2004-04-08) 

D2: EP-A1 -1 063 076 (A K TECH LAB INC [JP]) 27 December 2000 (2000-1 2-27) 
D3: US-A-4 134 510 (CHANG LONG F) 16 January 1979 (1979-01-16) 

5.2 Novelty 

The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because the 
subject-matter of claims 1 , 6 and 1 6 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 

5.2.1 The document D1 discloses (the references in parentheses applying to this 
document): 

A method comprising: 

- blowmolding a container (figures 1-18), a base of the container having a first hinge (6, 8), 
a first wall (13, 30) coupled to said first hinge, a second hinge (30 .. 31) coupled to said 
first wall, and a second wall (31) coupled to said second hinge, both ofsaid first wall and 
said second wall being formed extending away (figure 12) from an interior of said container 
relative to a longitudinal axis of said container (figure 1 1 C); 

- inverting said first wall about said first hinge toward the interior of said container relative 
to the longitudinal axis (figures 1 1 D, 14); and 

- inverting said second wall about said second hinge toward the interior of said 
container relative to the longitudinal axis (figures 12A-12C), wherein rigidity of said base 
prevents substantial* net distortion of said base during inversion of said second wall. 

5.2.2 The document D2 discloses (the references in parentheses applying to this 
document): 

A method comprising: 

- blowmolding a container (figures 4, 5, 10-13; paragraphs 1, 2, 6, 7), a base of the 
container (53, 52, 54) having a first hinge (53), a first wall (53 .. 54) coupled to said first 
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hinge, a second hinge (54) coupled to said first wall, and a second wall (52 .. 54) coupled 
to said second hinge, both of said first wall and said second wall being formed extending 
away (figure 12) from an interior of said container relative to a longitudinal axis of said 
container; 

- inverting said first wall about said first hinge toward the interior of said container relative 
to the longitudinal axis (figure 13, paragraphs 9, 12); and 

- inverting said second wall about said second hinge toward the interior of said 
container relative to the longitudinal axis (figures 4, 5; paragraphs 29, 30), wherein rigidity 
of said base prevents substantial* net distortion of said base during inversion of said 
second wall. 

* The wording "rigidity of the base prevents substantial net distortion" is vague and is 
interpreted in the following way by the division: The deformation shown in D3, figures 4, 7 
is an example of substantial net distortion as the base shown here is still in molten state 
and the result is a rolling inversion comprising substantial net distortion. The deformations 
shown in D1 and D2 are made when the container is in a rigid state, and therefore more of 
a sudden "snap" comprising less net distortion. 

5.3 The same reasoning applies, mutatis mutandis, to the subject-matter of the 
corresponding independent claims 6 and 16, which therefore are also considered not new. 

5.4 The dependent claims do not contain any features which, in combination with the 
features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in respect of 
novelty, see documents D1 and D2 and the corresponding passages cited in the search 
report. 

5.5 It is not at present apparent which part of the application could serve as a basis for a 
new, allowable claim. Should the applicant nevertheless regard some particular matter as 
patentable, an independent claim in the two-part form should be filed. The applicant should 
also indicate the difference of the subject-matter of the new claim vis-a-vis the state of the 
art and the significance thereof. 

If filing amended claims the applicant should at the same time bring the description into 
conformity with the amended claims. Care should be taken during revision, especially of 
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the introductory portion and any statements of problem or advantage, not to add subject- 
matter which extends beyond the content of the application as originally filed. In order to 
facilitate the examination of the conformity of the amended application, the applicant 
should clearly identify the amendments carried out, irrespective of whether they concern 
amendments by addition, replacement or deletion, and to indicate the passages of the 
application as filed on which these amendments are based. If the applicant regards it as 
appropriate these indications could be submitted in handwritten form on a copy of the 
relevant parts of the application as filed. 

Re Item VII 

7.1 Contrary to the requirements of Rule 5.1 (a)(ii) PCT, the relevant background art 
disclosed in the documents D1 and D2 is not mentioned in the description, nor are these 
documents identified therein. 

7.2 The features of the claims are not provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 

Re Item VIII 

The features of product claims 12-14 comprise method features. The intended limitations 
are therefore not clear from this claim, contrary to the requirements of Article 6 PCT. 
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